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THE BLESSING OF MOSES: ITS GENESIS AND 
STKUCTUBE. 

Bt Henbt Hayman, D.D., 

Kector of Aldingham, Lancashire; Hon. Canon of Carlisle, 

It will be best, in deference to certain controversial influences, 
dominant with many readers, to regard the auto-Mosaic character 
of Deut., chap. 33, as undecided either way, pro or con. Thus we 
may best examine the facts without prepossession. I call atten- 
tion, therefore, at starting, to the outline of what I am about to 
argue ; distinguishing what are obvious, but overlooked, facts 
from any inferences or theories regarding them. 

1. The form in which this section, the last of Deuteronomy, 
containing the blessing, is presented, corresponds tvith the form 
of presentment in the earlier sections of the book. Thus we read 
in 33:1, "And this is the blessing," matching "These are the 
words," in 1:1 ; "And this is the law," in 4:44, and "These are 
the words of," etc., in 29:1 (Heb. 28:69).' This fact of formu- 
laic commonplace puts it on a level with those earlier sections. 

I take, then, vs. 1, "And this is the blessing wherewith Moses 
.... blessed the b'ne Israel before his death," as formulaic and 
titular ; and I notice that in this title the blessing is given, not 
as on the tribes individually, but on "the b'ne Israel" as a col- 
lective total. Next, detach for the moment this titular vs. 1, and 
omit for the present the dicta on the individual tribes, which 
occupy from vs. 6 to vs. 25, so as to read in connection vss. 2-5 
and vss. 26—29. It will be seen that these eight verses, read thus, 
form a well-articulated whole. I shall show, further, inf., reasons 
for regarding the actual close in vs. 296, "And thine enemies 
. . . . ; and thou shalt tread upon their high places," as one of 
the many short, later insertions, no doubt made under adequate 
authority, which the Pentateuch seems to contain, which also 
mark it as a living and growing entity — growing, i. e., up to a 
comparatively late date, when it stood stereotyped. 

inD'nan n»n, D-'na'^n n)^, nninn nkn, inan niis, are the respective 

Hebrew phrases here. 
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2. Further, vbs. 2-5, in their number of Hebrew words (41), 
all but exactly equal vss. 26-29, which, when the last (supposed 
adventitious) clauses have been removed from vs. 296, yield 42.^ 
Supposing Deuteronomy at first inscribed on tablets of clay, simi- 
lar to those of Tel-el-Amarna, these equal portions would have 
filled two faces of one tablet of moderate size ; the former, vss. 2-5, 
forming a prelude or introduction of exalted narrative, relating 
to Yahweh and Moses ; and the latter, vss. 26-29, containing the 
blessing proper. Between these, formerly one coherent whole, 
the dicta on the several tribes appear to have been inserted, 
perhaps long subsequently to the date or dates of origin of the 
inserted dicta, and to that of the whole, between the parts of 
which they stand, and which now forms their setting. 

3. An important subordinate question relates to the order in 
which the tribes are arranged. I shall endeavor to show that 
several distinct lines of evidence concur in pointing to the reign 
of King Hezekiah as that in which this insertion of the tribal 
dicta between the two halves of the blessing on Israel took place. 
That reign will be shown to suit the order of the tribes as given 
here, to square with the most curious fact of all, viz., the omission 
of Simeon, to be consistent with the doubtful dictum on Reuben, 
and with the very singular prayer on behalf of Judah. 

4. It will be observed that the dictum on each tribe, except 
Reuben, the first, is connected with its previous context by some 
phrase of incorporation ; e. g., vs. 7, "And this of Judah, and he 
said" (where both A. V. and R. V. insert "is the blessing" after 
"this"); and again, vs. 8, "and of Levi he said," which latter 
form is then retained to introduce the succeeding several dicta, 
each in turn. The omission of such incorporative phrase before 
"Reuben," vs. 6, is probably meant to suggest that the whole 
body of dicta which it leads was an original, not additional, 
portion of the blessing on all Israel. By that omission it became 
possible to read the two in continuity. 

5. The duplication of the introductory phrase in vs. 7 for 
"Judah" is at least as unique and remarkable as the changed 
standpoint regarding that royal tribe, implied in the total absence 
of its usual attributes in prophecy, and the tone of humble inter- 
cession adopted on its behalf ; implying som.e utter reverse and 
almost prostration of its fortunes. I shall further attempt to 
account for both of these. 

2 In this reckoning words connected by the maqqeph connt as one. 
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6. The assumption on which all the dicta proceed, whether 
actual or ideal, is as though all the tribes had passed in review 
before the eyes of the departing lawgiver, to receive each a last 
word at his lips. 

I proceed to deal first with the startling fact of the disappear- 
ance of Simeon from the tribal array. That tribe some time in 
the reign of Hezekiah (1 Chron. 4:39-43) made an important 
conquest in the southern region, and, pushing thence eastward to 
"Seir," destroyed "the rest of the Amalekites." The standpoint 
of the blessing (as also of the song in Deut., chap. 32) appears to 
be that of an Israel whole and unbroken, alike in polity and in 
worship, and still enjoying an ascendancy, save in the case of 
Judah, unimpaired, if not wholly unassailed ; see the reference 
to "enemies" in vss. 7, 11, 27. Especially is this standpoint 
conspicuous in the closing strophe, vss. 26-29. Such a cornu- 
copia of unstinted blessings on Israel as a whole seems incon- 
sistent with the actually checkered fortunes of both branches of 
the divided monarchy — not to say that that division itself seems 
inconsistent with the standpoint assumed. 

The northern kingdom, as such, was extinguished in the sixth 
year of Hezekiah, leaving, of course, some scattered local rem- 
nants. Previous to that took place the departure of the Simeon 
tribe (which, we learn, had in part an early territorial incorpora- 
tion with Judah, Josh. 19:9), to conquer in the southeastern 
region (1 Chron. 4:34-43). That region lay outside Israel's 
tribal heritage. We may, without straining the known facts, 
assume tjiat Simeon had, by that incorporation, been partly 
absorbed by Judah in the southern kingdom; and that, the 
remnant of Simeon disappearing into a region forbidden to 
Israelite occupation (Deut. 2:5), that tribe disappeared from 
the tribal total, and that the dictum, Mosaic or quasi-Mosaic, on 
the tribe disappeared with it. Thus some early year of Heze- 
kiah's reign alone fits and explains this singular feature. There 
had been, we may assume, an oracle upon Simeon ; but, when 
these oracles on the several tribes were incorporated in the bless- 
ing on the whole, it had vanished, and was irrecoverable. The 
notices of 2 Chron. 15:9 ; 34:6 associate some more remote por- 
tions of Simeon with Ephraim and Manasseh, as though the 
former had cast in their lot with the northern kingdom, This 
further illustrates the non-coherence of the tribe, and shows the 
note of dispersion as resting upon it throughout. 
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I proceed to the difficulty in the grouping and sequence of 
the tribes. And here I refer to the only other marshaling of the 
tribal units which Deuteronomy contains. In 27:12 sq. we find 
them in two groups. The group of privilege, chosen to "stand 
on Gerizim to bless," contains Simeon, Levi, Judah, Issachar, 
Joseph, and Benjamin, i. e. (rejecting Keuben) , the other four elder 
sons by Leah, and then the two by Rachel ; see Gen. 29:32-35 ; 
30: 17, 18, 22-25 ; 35: 16-18. The opposite group, appointed "to 
curse," consists of Leah's first and last sons, Reuben and Zebulun, 
together with the four by the two handmaids, Zebulun being 
there interposed between their respective pairs. This can be best 
shown tabularly thus, comparing both the deuteronomic pas- 
sages with Gen., chap. 49: 



Group for 

blessing 
on Gerizim 



Group for 

cursing 

on Ebal 



Deut. 27:12,13. 

' Simeon 

Levi I T 1,) 

Judah ^^^^' 
Issachar 

i'^^F^. }► Rachel's 
Benjamin J 

Reuben Leah's 

Asher }zilpali'« 
Zebulun Leah's 

iSaphtali ^^^1^^^'« 



Dect., chap. 33. 

Reuben, vs. 6 
Judah, vs. 7 
Levi, vss. 8-11 
Benjamin, vs. 12 

Joseph, vss. 13-17 



Zebulun, ) io in 
T if vss. 18, 19 
Issachar, ) 

Gad, vss. 20, 21 

Dan, vs. 22 

Naphtali, vs. 23 

Asher, vss. 24, 25 



Gek., chap. 49. 

Reuben 

Simeon 

Levi 

Judah 

Zebulun 

Issachar 

Dan 

Gad 

Asher 

Naphtali 

Joseph 

Benjamin 



In Deut., chap. 33, the first five members include Reuben in 
the place of primogeniture, while the other four are in the group 
for blessing of chap. 27. Simeon, one of this favored group, 
drops out, as we have seen ; and the remaining six have the 
appearance of following roughly an order founded on their terri- 
torial distribution around the Sea of Galilee — a northern and a 
farther-northern group. As regards the first two of these six, 
although forming a pair, the first-named (departing from the birth- 
order in Gen. 30:17-20) is, in Deut., chap. 33, Zebulun, even as. 
he is in Gen. 49:13-15. It should be remembered that in Gen., 
chap. 49, Jacob allots no blessing to his collective progeny, but 
to each son separately, whereas in Deut., chap. 33, the primary 
idea is that of a collective blessing : 
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Gen. 19:28. Dettt. 33:1. 

These are the twelve tribes . . . , This is the blessing wherewith 
and this is it that their father spake Moses . . . blessed the b'ne Israel 
. . . , and blessed them ; everyone before his death, 
according to his blessing he blessed 
them. 

It is obviously possible that, the primary idea in Deut., chap. 
33, being collective, the blessing, in that form, may have formed 
part of the text of Deuteronomy before the tribal separate bless- 
ings were inserted between its two parts. That those parts cohere 
is supported by the fact that "He was king in Jeshurun," vs. 5, 
leads on easily to the apostrophe to Jeshurun' in vs. 26. Simi- 
larly, whenever the insertion, as supposed, was made, it found 
an easy point of attachment in the mention of the "tribes of 
Israel" in the same vs. 5. It seems then that whoever made 
the insertion and fixed the order in which the dicta on the tribes 
should be inserted had before him both Gen., chap. 49, and Deut., 
chap. 27. But the next feature to notice is the grouping, especially 
that of Levi, as placed between Judah and Benjamin. This 
surely points to a period when the southern kingdom should 
become the retreat of the Levitical priesthood, Levi here stand- 
ing, with great stress laid on his duties, privileges, and zeal, and 
with an emphatic reference to his warlike prowess,* between the 
two tribal constituents of that kingdom.^ Those who accept the 
statement of the chronicler (2 Chron. 29:5 8g.; 30:15-26), that 
Hezekiah largely restored that priesthood's functions, showed 
zeal for its purity, and was guardian of its worship, will see how 
naturally the grouping of Levi between Judah and Benjamin 
falls in with the tendencies of his reign. And, as the earlier 
historian of 2 Kings 18 : 6 and 4 gives a general confirmation to 
the chronicler by the statement that Hezekiah "kept the com- 
mandments which Yahweh commanded Moses," and in particular 
refers to his "breaking the brazen serpent that Moses had made," 
we may surely accept the chronicler here without scruple in 
respect of priesthood and worship. 

The only other noteworthy features of the grouping in Deut., 
chap. 83, are : (1) That "Joseph" stands inclusively for Ephraim 

3 So, I think, we may best render I'mBI ?if!3 I'^it , " There is none like this God, O 
Jeshurun." 

4 So we should, I think, understand the word rendered " substance " in the A. V. of vs. 11. 
&ln 1 Chron. 12:24-29 a similar souping of these tribes occurs; but there Simeon la 

included, next to Judah. 
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and Manasseh (vss. 13-17), although their distinction is not 
(vs. 176) wholly merged. This corresponds closely with the 
attitude ascribed to Joshua toward these tribes (Josh., chap. 16 ; 
17:7—18, especially vs. 10); the more remarkable as Joshua 
was himself an Ephraimite. Being so close of kin in origin, 
and occupying territories closely contiguous and not strictly 
defined [ibid., vs. 9), they would be welded more closely into one 
by the influence of the northern monarchy ; the founder of which, 
Jeroboam I., was himself of Ephraim, and had received from 
Solomon "the charge of the house of Joseph," i. e., both these 
central tribes ( 1 Kings 11 : 28 ) . Of that monarchy's area "Joseph" 
thus formed the central block. Thus among the tribes which 
form that kingdom it naturally takes the first place, although a 
barren titular precedence is given to "Reuben" over all in Deut. 
33:6. (2) That Zebulun and Issachar (vss. 18, 19) form a pair, 
with Zebulun taking, contrary to order of birth, the first place, 
reversing also the priority of Deut. 27:12, 13. A lack of energy 
is the note fixed on Issachar in Gen. 49:14, 15; cf. 30:18-20 
for birth-order. Yet Issachar furnished a brief usurping dynasty 
in the person of Baasha (1 Kings 15:27), of whose vigor and 
warlike efforts we read [ibid., vss. 16-22) ; and Jezreel, which has 
some pretensions to be the capital of the ten tribes, was within 
the Issachar territory. See also 1 Chron. 12:32, where the "b'ne 
Issachar" are singled out among the tribes for their political 
capacity." Thus the precedence between Zebulun and Issachar 
fluctuates. But, again, we find in Hezekiah's reign the clue to 
determine the precedence between them here. In 2 Chron. 30: 11 
Zebulun is one of the northern tribes which furnish recruits for 
Hezekiah's great Passover,' solemnized after a strenuous appeal 

6 " Men that had understanding of the times, to know what Israel ought to do ;" this 
seems certainly a gleaning from some ancient authority. Why should the chronicler (300- 
400 B. C.) go out of his way to compliment a tribe whose independence and distinct entity 
had long since perished t 

' It is worth noting that in that very ancient document, the " Song of Deborah," and in 
the prose narratiTe which precedes it, Zebulun is paired with Naphtali, as the leaders In 
patriotic effort and venture, against Jabin and Sisera (Judg. 4:6, 10; 5:18). Issachar also 
is there, but in a less prominent position (5 : 15) ; and to Zebnlun seems assigned the chief 
organization of the whole. Whether we render (5 : 146) with A. V., "who handle the pen of 
the writer," or with R. V., "who handle the marshal^s staff," the result is nearly the same. 
The words there, IBD t2!ltp3 D^SOtti really mean, "who draw or draft (men) by the 
stick of the writer." The " stick " is that by which names or numbers levied were scratched 
on a clay tablet ; for which compare the Latin scribere exercitum. Both versions miss the 
force of the preposition 3 prefixed. " Men," not " stick," is the real object, but understood. 
Cf. Exod. 12 : 21, " Draw COCH , same verb as here) and take for yourselves sheep," i.e., a 
smaller number picked from a larger, just as in delectum habere. The levied quotas of the 
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by the pious king ; and which actually repair to Jerusalem for 
the purpose. On the contrary, others of the same tribes, and 
also of Issachar, are under a ceremonial disability, which relegates 
them to a lower grade {ibid., vss. 18-20). 

And here the subject-matter of the oracle comes in to illus- 
trate the outward grouping. Zebulun is felicitated on its for- 
wardness in enterprise, and Issachar on its stay-at-home character 
— "Rejoice Zebulun in thy going out ; and Issachar, in thy tents" 
(vs. 18). The prophet then, after distinguishing thus, seems to 
blend them both in one, somewhat as Ephraim and Manasseh in 
"Joseph ;" and assumes the predictive character : " They shall call 
the peoples [or perhaps "their peoples"] to the mountain; there 
shall they offer sacrifices of righteousness;' for they shall suck 
the plenty of the seas and hidden treasures of the shore." The 
association of the "mountain" with "sacrifices of righteousness," 
i. e., such as the law required, seems to point, especially in Deuter- 
onomy, to the one mountain on which sacrifices were acceptable 
(Deut. 16:5, 6). The seaward outlook, as to a source of wealth, 
wherewith presumably to furnish the sacrifices, is very remarkable. 
Josephus speaks of the territory of Issachar as reaching from 
Oarmel to the Jordan {Antiquities, V, 1, §22); but the earlier 
notices seem rather to indicate that the tribe of Asher overlapped 
these two tribes shoreward [Diet, of Bible, s. v. Asher). Zebu- 
lun, however, was to " dwell at the haven of the sea, and be an 
haven for ships with a border unto Zidon" (Gen. 49:13) ; and 
as Asher tended to lose itself in amalgamation with its Zidonian 
neighbors, the superior enterprise of Zebulun, so closely adjacent, 
may easily have overflowed into its area. But, to return to the 
subject of "sacrifices;" the great Passover of Hezekiah offers 
the only point of contact in history with any of the northern 
tribes, from the time of their lapse into idolatry, at which such 
"righteousness" could be realized. And thus, by another thread 
of connection, we are led back to that memorable reign. When, 
in a matter of such antiquity and obscurity, lines of evidence 
thus converge, we can hardly expect more decisive criteria than 
they furnish. That evidence, however, is not yet exhausted. 

tribes concerned are here intended ; such as in Jndg. 4:6 are actually giyen ; cf. also 5:8. It 
is worth while again referring to the chronicler, according to whom (1 Chron. 12 ; 33) the levy 
of Zebulnn for David was 30,000, a number actually dwarfing the united contingents of 
Ephraim and Manasseh (tss. 30, 31). 

s Only in Pss. 1:6; 51 : 21 is this phrase elsewhere found. 
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Unquestionably the disrating of Judah implied in the deplor- 
ing intercession of vss. 7, 8, is the greatest difficulty in the whole 
series of dicta; although I think it is not greater on the theory 
of a Mosaic authorship than on that of any later, except that 
which I am about to suggest. In order to explain it, I turn to 
the history of Israel-Judah about a century before the accession 
of Hezekiah. The last recorded event of Amaziah's reign in 
Judah was the capture and desolation of Jerusalem, including 
the plundering of the sanctuary itself, by Jehoash of Israel 
(2 Kings 14:13, 14). All records, sacred and other, must have 
been for the time at the mercy of the conqueror. He had been 
provoked by an arrogant challenge shortly before. If he found 
anything of record extolling Judah's royal claims in the style of 
Gen. 49:8-12, what more likely than that, exercising a victor's 
right over the spoils, he should have indignantly destroyed it, 
as furnishing the motive to the insolence which had defied him ? 
Thus the record of an original dictum on Judah may easily 
have perished, temp. Amaziah. What then have we ? — A prayer 
for Judah's rescue in some great stress of calamity. And here 
the reign of Hezekiah again suggests a clue. Sennacherib on an 
Assyrian tablet boasts that he shut up Hezekiah of Judah in 
Jerusalem, "like a bird in a cage." All the outlying dependencies 
had been lost, and the capital was the forlorn hope of the realm. 
This was exactly such a crisis as would justify such a humiliating 
petition. Regarding "Judah" as concentrated in the house of 
David and in the person of Hezekiah, the prayer, "bring him 
again to his people," tallies exactly with the facts of isolation, 
and "let his hands be ample' for him," with those of restraint 
and dependence. Indeed, the whole petition answers very closely 
to Hezekiah's own appeal to Isaiah, " Lift up thy prayer for the 
remnant that is left" (Isa. 87:4), and may probably have been 
the prophet's actual response to it. The words of so great a 
prophet in so grave a crisis would naturally be treasured up by 
king and priest and people. 

And here I may notice that there is something which seems 
to point to a lacuna or displacement in the curiously iterative 
form, "And this of Judah, and he said," found only here. If 
"this" which once had belonged to "Judah" had really been 

9 The A. v. " be sufficient " hardly expresses the force of 3T here. The E. V. seems to 
follow the LXX, which had, I think, a false text here. 
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lost, and then a great and popular prophet had uttered publicly 
a memorable petition for deliverance, memorably vouchsafed, in 
the greatest moment of crisis in all Judah's history up to that 
period, we may well accept the probability that what "he said" 
might easily, under the plenary authority of Isaiah, take the 
place of what had perished. I therefore prefer to indicate the 
loss thus : "And this of Judah, . . . . , and he said," Isaiah 
stepping into the place, as believed, of Moses. 

The curt and disparaging treatment of Reuben would suit 
equally well any period of the monarchy from the Jehu-Hazael 
time (2 Kings 10:32, 33) onward — that is, if the "fewness" 
of Reuben be taken as representing a contemporaneous fact. The 
final numbering in Numb., chap. 26, presents no special fewness in 
Reuben ; he is there more numerous than Simeon, or Gad, or even 
Ephraim (see vss. 7, 14, 18, 37). In 1 Ohron. 12:37 the total 
quota of the trans- Jordanic tribes is 120,000, yielding the very 
respectable average of 40,000 for each tribe, including Reuben. 
But the rendering of the text must in our vs. 5, 1 think, be, "Let 
Reuben live and not die, although^" his men be few." This would 
therefore suit the time of Hezekiah, when, after the deportation 
by Tiglath-Pileser (2 Kings 15:29), a mere remnant of Reuben 
would probably be left. Even earlier yet, the havoc wrought by 
Hazael {ibid., 13:7) would probably have afflicted Reuben most 
severely, as the nearest to the Syrian border. 

I do not know any commentator or critic who has given due 
weight to (1) the distinct severalty of every item uttered upon 
each tribe, and (2) the complete distinctness of separation of 
these and each of them from the blessing proper on Israel col- 
lectively, to which they now are made to lead up. All is rather 
regarded by recent writers as a continuous blessing, as it were,^ 
en bloc. It seems far more likely that their severalty is to be 
viewed as an essential feature, giving us a real clue to the genesis 
and structure of the whole and of its parts. I see not how it is 
possible otherwise to account for the absence of Simeon. But 
suppose them all so many several dicta, each in the keeping of 
the tribe referred to, and that upon Simeon, lost in the loss of 
that tribe, before the incorporating process, "by the men of Heze- 
kiah, king of Judah," had come to pass ; and the explanation is 

10 For 1 with jussive, or, as here, conceesiTe sense, rendered "though" or "yet" by 
B. V. or A.'V., see Job 8:7; Ps. 99:8; Job 21:U; Pss. 2:6; 37:24; 78:17,56; 90:10. The 
usage is chiefly poetical; but c/. Deut. 23:6; Bnth 2:13. 
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nataral and easy. For we know from Prov. 25:1 (that brief but 
precious record) that the age of Hezekiah was a literary age, the 
first in the divided monarchy to whose character we have that 
attestation. His literati "copied out" (ilp''n?n), lit. "trans- 
ferred" [i. e., probably from the older tablet record to the scroll 
form), the remains, or some of them, ascribed to Solomon. Why 
may they not have been equally sedulous with those ascribed to 
Moses ? A great crash of wreck had then newly come upon the 
northern kingdom. To rescue a salvage from that wreck, and 
gather from the dismembered fragments whatever could be saved, 
was a foremost duty. What so precious as these, believed to be 
Mosaic, deposita — each, we may supposej in the custody of the 
patriarchs or elders of its tribe ? And what place so fitted to 
enshrine them in record could be found as that venerable mix- 
ture of law-book, exhortation, and history which closed with the 
blessing of Moses upon Israel ? 

And one may note here that, although Judah appears thus 
discrowned, and, on the contrary, "Joseph" is extolled and glori- 
fied, yet there is no direct ascription of royalty to any tribe. The 
words in the prelude (vs. 5), "He" (whether Jehovah or Moses) 
"was king in Jeshurun," seem rather to exclude the idea of roy- 
alty from Israel viewed as a whole. This feature seems against our 
dating the blessing from any period of the monarchy ; although 
I do not regard it as conclusive on the question. I would also 
note that whether the predictive portions be viewed as genuinely 
forecasting the future, or as vaticinia post eventum, does not aif ect 
any of the conclusions pointed at. And further, if the several 
tribes or their remnants in the days of Hezekiah really believed 
that they possessed ancient oracles and ascribed them to Moses, 
whether auto-Mosaic or not, that is sufficient for the above argu- 
ment. On the other hand, to regard the whole as one connected 
effusion of a single poet, whether of the tenth, or ninth, or 
eighth century B. C, seems to me to present insuperable diffi- 
culties. The omission of Simeon, for instance, is unaccountable. 
It could not have been omitted, where Reuben, although con- 
temptuously spoken of, yet finds a place ; nor could it, if originally 
an integral portion, have been subsequently lost. 

It only remains to show why the finale of the blessing itself 
in vs. 29 is probably no original part of the composition. This 
consists of two triads : 
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And thine enemies shall be found liars unto thee : 
And thou shalt tread upon their high places, 

is the A. V. here — as good as any. Here I would first notice 
that in this, which I call the blessing proper, there is from vs. 26 
onward no clause which ends on a verb." The clauses succeed 
each other in a crowded, massive style in which substantives pre- 
dominate ; and to string on two clauses which have a weaker 
structure enfeebles the close. Next, "the enemy" is already 
effectively disposed of in vs. 27 ; and to recur to "enemies," 
as in vs. 29&, looks like a rather tame resumption of a finished 
theme. By concluding with "the sword of thy excellency" we 
obtain an impressive, if abrupt, close. Jehovah is represented 
as the "shield" of his people's defense and their "sword" of 
supremacy, and we leave off on a thought analogous to that on 
which in vs. 2 we preluded. The sycophantic homage of cringing 
enemies (which the phrase "found liars unto thee" conveys) 
occurs several times in the Psalms (Pss. 18:45; 66:3; 81:16); 
while Micah and Habakkuk (Mic. 1:3; Hab. 3:19) have each 
the phrase, "tread upon high places of the earth;" cf. also 
Deut. 32:13, "Ride upon the high places of the earth." The 
spirited and even sublime character of the close is made tame 
by this padding of commonplaces. But that Hezekian or other 
editors, deficient in poetic feeling, should have culled one phrase 
from Ps. 66 and another from Micah, and tagged them on, to 
swell in quantity what they disparage in quality, is a supposi- 
tion presenting no difficulty whatever." And thus, the proem 
and the conclusion correspond in length with a curious exactness. 
They stand thus like the severed brows of a cloven mountain, with 
the isolated utterances on the several tribes strung, like the links 
of a suspension bridge, between them. 

There are not a few textual corruptions and probable emenda- 
tions of much interest, especially in the proem, vss. 2-5, which I 
should like to have added, if space had allowed them. But it 
must suffice at present to have dwelt on the broader features, and 
to postpone for the present all verbal minuticB. 

11 The only clause which seems to end on a yerb is the close of ts. 27 ; but the word 
"IBTUri there is really an infinitive used as a noun, as in Isa. 11:23, for "havoc" or 
"destruction," and so here. 

12 Other critics have noted these closing triads as probably later additions. Indeed, 
Dillmann, ad Zoc, following Graf, includes iu this censure the previous triad also. 



